Attorney Docket No. : LWEP:120US 

Appl. No. 10/678,442 

Amdt. dated October 20, 2005 

Reply to Panel Decision of September 29, 2005 

Remarks 

The Rejection to Claims 1-3. 7-10. and 13-15 

Claims 1-3, 7-10, and 13-15 were rejected. Applicant cancels Claimsl-3, 7-10, and 13-15 
with no prejudice to the subject matter of those claims. 
The Objection to Claims 4-6. 1 1. 12 and 16 

In the Office Action of May 31, 2005, Claims 4-6, 11, 12 and 16 were objected to as 
being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. This Request 
for Reconsideration reiterates the amendments of the August 1, 2005 response from Applicant. 

Previously, dependent Claims 4, 5, 1 1 and 16 were amended to include all the limitations 
of their respective base claims and any intervening claims, and therefore are in condition for 
allowance. Additionally, Claims 6 and 12 are allowable in view of their dependence on Claims 5 
and 1 1, respectively, hi view of the previous amendments. Applicant respectfully submits that 
Claims 4-6, 11, 12 and 16 are in condition for allowance. 
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Conclusion 

For all the reasons outlined above, Applicant respectfully submits that the claims are 
patentable over the cited references and in condition for allowance, which action is courteously 
requested. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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